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Table 3. Results of the Variable Rule Analysis of the contribution of factors
selected as significant to the choice of tuteo over voseo

Prob % - N
SOCIAL FACTORS
TYPE OF INTERACTION
individual .72 29 18
Group 46 22 83
Range 26
TYPE OF ADDRESS
Formal .61 27 69
Casual .36 17 32
' Range 25
EDUCATION
university .57 25 94
no university .19 10 7
Range 38
LINGUISTIC FACTORS '
PRONOUN
Td 89 75 3
4] .70 29 97
Vos .05 1 1
' Range 88
VERB FORM
Imperative — negative .82 69 16
Subjunctive .80 - 44 4
Present — affirmative .50 , 23 51 \
Present — negative : 49 23 6 '
Imperative — affirmative .30 15 24
Range 79

P <.01; Log likelihood = -181.311; Chi-square/cell = 0.9083
* Factor not selected as significant: sex of the speaker.



